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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Claims 1 -9 are pending in this application. 

2. Examiner acknowledges applicant's amendment on 1 2/08/201 0. 

3. Claims 1 , 3-6 and 8-9 have been amended on 1 2/08/201 0. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 1 2/08/201 0, with respect to claims 1 -9 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive, for examiner's response see 
discussion below. 

Specification 

5. In view of the amended specification dated 1 2/08/201 0, the objections are 
being withdrawn. 

Objection to Claims 

6. In view of the amendments to the claims submitted on 1 2/08/201 0, the 
earlier objections are being withdrawn. 
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The claim 1 , however, is objected to for a grammatical error in line 6, 
where the claim recites "an removable optical disk". 

However, "the removable optical disk" would be more appropriate. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 12 

7. In view of the amendments to the Claims 1-9, the claim rejections under 
35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, are being withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-9 of the application (effective filing date: Feb. 02, 2006) are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tripp et al. (US 
6516337; date of patent: Feb. 04, 2003), hereinafter "Tripp", in view of Mourad et 
al. (US 20030135464; pub. date: Jul. 17, 2003), hereinafter "Mourad" and further 
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in view of Wright et al. (US 20050055578; filed: Jul. 21 , 2004) hereinafter 
"Wright". 

1 0. As to claim 1 , Tripp discloses, a method implemented in an apparatus 
form reading from removable optical disk, the file system indicating the physical 
position of the content on the removable optical disk (col. 5, lines 9-29), including 
the steps of: 

Upon insertion of an removable optical disk into the apparatus, 
determining a signature of the removable optical disk by measuring features 
based on a data pattern stored on the removable optical disk, the signature 
including a plurality of elements (col. 5, line 66 to col. 6, line 17, digital signature 
or meta files are stored); 

retrieving the associated file system indicating the physical position of the 
content on the removable optical disk from the content database (col. 5, lines 14- 
18, each object reference is a pointer which specified a location; col. 7, lines 42- 
52). 

Tripp, however, does not explicitly disclose comparing the signature with a 
plurality of signatures stored in a content database; and 
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Wright, however, discloses comparing the signature with a plurality of 
signatures stored in a content database (Wright: [0167]). 

Wright and Tripp are of the same field of endeavor, they specifically teach 
digital signature as method of identifying document (Tripp: col. 7, lines 42-52; 
Wright: [0013]). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to incorporate the teachings of Wright into Tripp of 
content sending to a central indexing meta data or signatures from objects on a 
computer network that would have allowed users of Tripp to determine whether 
the message has not been altered during distribution by comparing the signature 
with a plurality of signatures stored in a content database (Wright: [0167]). 

Tripp also does not explicitly disclose, "the signature is equal to a 
signature stored in the content database". 

Mourad, on the other hand, discloses, "the signature is equal to a 
signature stored in the content database" ([0218], lines 1-14); 
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Wright, Tripp and Mourad are of the same field of endeavor, they 
specifically teach digital signature as method of identifying document (Tripp: col. 
7, lines 42-52; Mourad: ([0218], lines 1-14; Wright: [0013]). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to incorporate the teachings of Mourad into Tripp as 
modified by Wright that would have allowed users of Tripp to determine whether 
the message has not been altered during distribution (Mourad: [0218], lines 12- 
14). 

11. As to claim 2, Tripp as modified discloses, method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the step of comparing the signature with a plurality of signatures stored 
in a content database includes evaluating the distances between the determined 
signature and the signatures stored in the content database (Tripp: col. 7, lines 
28-35). 

1 2. As to claim 3, Tripp as modified discloses, method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the steps of determining the signature of the removable optical disk and 
comparing the signature with a plurality of signatures include: determining a first 
part of the signature including a plurality of elements (Tripp: col. 6, lines 3-12); 
comparing the first part of the signature with corresponding parts of the plurality 
of signatures stored in the content database (Tripp: col. 7, lines 28-35); 
determining a further part of the signature if the first part of the signature is equal 
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to the corresponding part of at least one signature stored in the content database 
(Tripp: col. 7, lines ; and comparing the further part of the signature with 
corresponding parts of the plurality of signatures stored in the content database 
(Tripp: col. 7, lines 35-52; col. 51 , lines 49-52). 

1 3. As to claim 4, Tripp as modified discloses, method according to claim 1 , 
wherein, in the comparing steps, a negative progressive search approach is 
employed, in which the elements of the determined signature are compared with 
the corresponding elements of the signatures stored in the content database one 
at a time (Tripp: col. 7, lines 28-35), wherein a negative search result is 
concluded if there is no match between one element of the signature and the 
same element of all the signatures stored in the content database (Tripp: col. 7, 
lines 28-35; col. 7, lines 56-62). 

14. As to claim 5, Tripp as modified discloses, method according to claim 1 , 
further including the steps of: obtaining the file system from the removable optical 
disk if the determined signature is not equal to a signature stored in the content 
database (Tripp: col. 7, lines 28-35); and storing the obtained file system and the 
determined signature in the content database (Tripp: col. 7, lines 28-35; col. 1 , 
lines 57-60). 

1 5. As to claim 6, Tripp as modified discloses, method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the signature is unique for every removable optical disk (Tripp: col. 54, 
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1 6. As to claim 7, Tripp as modified discloses, method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the signature elements are selected from the disk status such as open or 
closed disk, number of sessions or number of tracks in each session, from timing 
information such as the lead-in time of each session, the lead-out time of each 
session, the total time of each session or subcode information of each track, or 
from data integrity such as data checksums of specific tracks (Tripp: col. 1 , lines 
57-60; col. 6, lines 53 to col. 7, line 2) 

1 7. As to claim 8, the claim can be rejected for the same reason as claim 1 . In 
addition, Tripp as modified discloses, a removable apparatus for reading from 
and/or writing to an optical disk wherein the apparatus includes at least one 
element adapted for retrieving a file system of the optical disk, the file system 
indicating the physical position of the content on the optical disk (Tripp: col. 5, 
lines 9-29)), 

Mourad discloses, determining a signature of the optical disk by 
measuring features based on a data pattern stored on the optical disk, the 
signature including a plurality of elements; comparing the signature with a 
plurality of signatures stored in a content database; and Retrieving the 
associated file system indicating the physical position of the content on the 
optical disk from the content database if the signature is equal to a signature 



Application/Control Number: 10/566,875 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2164 

stored in the content database (col. 5, lines 14-18, each object reference is a 
pointer which specified a location; col. 7, lines 42-52; [0218], lines 1-14); 

Wright discloses comparing the signature with a plurality of signatures 
stored in a content database (Wright: [01 67]). 

Mourad discloses, "the signature is equal to a signature stored in the 
content database" ([0218], lines 1-14); 

1 8. As to claim 9, the claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 . In 
addition, Mourad discloses the contents can be played back and playback quality 
can be checked. (Mourad: [0270], lines 1-8). 

Response to Arguments 

1 9. Applicant's arguments filed 1 2/08/201 0, with respect to claims 1 -9 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive, for examiner's response see 
discussion below. 

In view of the amended specification dated 12/08/2010, the objections are 
being withdrawn. 
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In view of the amendments to the claims submitted on 12/08/2010, the 
earlier objections to the claims are being withdrawn. 

In view of the amendments to the Claims 1-9, the claim rejections under 
35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, are being withdrawn. 



As for claim rejections under USC 103, the applicant argues that Tripp's 
method is not implemented in an apparatus for reading from removable optical 
disks. Furthermore, Tripp's method is not performed upon insertion of an optical 
disk into the apparatus. Tripp does not mention or even suggest optical disks or 
other types of optical media. 

Examiner responds by mentioning that Tripp discloses local storage media 
that includes all types (col. 13, lines 61-62), Wright discloses removable client 
devices and reconnecting them in paragraph [0128]. Mourad in paragraph [0625] 
discloses removable storage including removable disk. 

The applicant further argues that Tripp does not appear to be concerned 
about the physical position of the files on the recording medium - this task is the 
responsibility of the operating system to match the logical position to the physical 
position. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/566,875 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2164 

The examiner responds by saying that Tripp discloses retrieving the 
associated file system indicating the physical position of the content on the 
removable optical disk from the content database (col. 5, lines 14-18, each object 
reference is a pointer which specifies a location; col. 7, lines 42-52). 

In addition, Mourad discloses the scenario where "the signature is equal to 
a signature stored in the content database" ([0218], lines 1-14); 

As for the response for the dependent claims, please see the respective 
dependent claims for the response. 

Contact Information 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to FAZLUL QUADER whose telephone number 
is (571)270-1905. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5 Alternate 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on 571-272-4085. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1000. 

/FAZLUL QUADER/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2164 



